134                 Panchapadika

Samkara gives two illustrations. The first is: shuktika
appears like silver% and the second is ; 'one moon appears
as two'.

Objection ; The first sentence does not represent the
erroneous cognition, for we apprehend 'this silver' only,
We are not then aware of it as shukti appearing like the
silver. This sentence does not represent even a negation
for in the negative judgment 'We do not say that ^his is not
like silver'. It is not the shukti but the silver that appears;

as such the words 'shuktika' and 'rajatavat' (like silver) in
the sentence are faulty.

Reply s With reference to the 'badhakajnana' (cog-
nition of negation), it is said that shukti appeal's like silver;

and this presents the definition of adhyasa. Either reference
to the object of the 'badhaka jnana' or the implication of
the 'badhaka jnana' establishes adhyasa and makes out the
apprehended content to be 'mithya rajata\ This object be-
ing mithya it is employed with the suffix 'vat' as ^rajatavat'.
Thus this sentence is expressed keeping in mind both the
lakshana' and the 'lakshya9 of adhyasa (difinition and the
object).

The true knowledge which arises later on reveals that
the this is the shukti which is real. With reference to this
real shukti Samkara has employed shuktika in the example,
The shukti has the svarupa (form) of the non-silver with
which we have the contact $ and since it appeared as having
the 'mithyarajata sambheda', he has employed 'rajatavat\
Due to the temporary doshas and from the later negation
we are able to comprehand the silver as mithya. When we
speak of the 'mithyarajata sambheda^ with the shukti, we